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University of Minnesota, Morris
Scholastic Committee
Minutes #3, Sept. 29, 2006
The Scholastic Committee met at 9:15 A.M. on Sept. 29, 2006 in Imholte 218.
Members present: K. Crandall, D. De Jager (Ex. Assistant), K. Gonier Klopfliesch, J. Goodnough, S.
Haugen, J. Larson, N. McPhee (Chair), B. McQuarrie, L. Meek (Secretary), S. Perry, M. Stewart, C.
Strand (Int. Registrar), J. Wencl.
Announcements:
1. Jennifer Deane will be rejoining us as a committee member when her health permits.
2. The University has changed the Dean’s list GPA requirement to 3.666 or higher. UMM currently
requires a 3.67 or higher. We agreed to abide by the all university rule. The Interim Registrar will
change the catalog copy and the Secretary will inform the Dean’s office.
3. The minutes from 9/22/06 were approved.
4. The rest of the meeting was devoted to an issue raised by the Interim Registrar. The Scholastic
Committee currently requires students on probation to register in person with a form signed by their
advisor. This requirement is causing logistical problems for the registrar's office. Summary of problems:
1. Many students are on probation and each of those students is processed in person (@ 120 this fall)
2. Advisors frequently email information to Jeri Mullin, who processes registrations, but they are just as
likely to email other people in the office and information flow is disrupted.
3. Advisors email that they approve the student's registration but:
- they do not list the courses they approve in the email
- they assume an email is enough and do not sign a registration form
- they send the email directly to a person in the registrar’s office and do not give a copy to the student
so they can use it to register in person
- the selected courses are closed and no alternatives are offered
- during the second week students need permission numbers and they are not on the form
- students have to provide info about MPIRG and health insurance and an email from the instructor
does not address this issue
4. Advisors sign the registration form but:
- they do not list the approved courses on the form
- the selected courses are closed and no alternatives are offered
- during the second week students need permission numbers and they are not on the form
5. Problems with having to register in person with a signed form:
- students registering outside their assigned time (such as during the summer) live long distances
away and cannot come here in person
- students registering outside their assigned time (such as during the summer) cannot find their
advisor
- someone else in the discipline besides the advisor signs the form and the advisor’s advice is
circumvented
- students may forge signatures
- faculty give students blank forms

- students may add classes after the faculty has signed the form
- possible FERPA violations with student workers or perhaps simply embarrassment of a student on
probation having another student know about it
The registrar's office has asked us to devise a simpler process that still puts limits on probationary
students without causing extra work for the registrar’s office and for advisors.
Proposal: put a hold on probationary students that can be lifted by a phone call or email to UMMHOLDS
from the advisor (as currently happens for freshmen and sophomores). Put a credit limit on the number of
credits they can register for.
Probation
Students who do not earn a cumulative or term GPA of 2.00 are placed on probation. Students on
probation remain eligible for financial aid.
A student is placed on Scholastic Committee probation if either the term GPA or the cumulative GPA
falls below 2.00. A student remains on probation if the term GPA is below 2.00, whether or not the
cumulative GPA is above 2.00. Students who are placed on probation are sent probation letters from the
Scholastic Committee, with copies to their advisers, including information about resources for
improvement. Students on probation will be allowed to register for a maximum of 14 credits and must
meet with their adviser to discuss appropriate courses; following that meeting the adviser must contact the
Registrar’s Office to release the advising/probation hold. need their adviser s signature on a registration
form and must register in person. Students on probation forfeit their self-registration privileges. An
adviser s signature implies that the student and adviser have discussed the registration. Students on
probation return to good standing by earning a term GPA and cumulative GPA of 2.00.
Discussion:
The credit limit is proposed because students on probation are often behind in terms of the number of
credits they have earned and want to increase their credit load to catch up. Comparison of current and
proposed plans:
Current Plan
Students meet with advisor

Proposed Plan
Students meet with advisor

Students register in person with a signed form

Students register online

No credit limit

14 credit limit but may be increased
with advisor permission

Students can't 'swap' courses

Students may 'swap' courses

Increased work load registrar's office

Decreased work load registrar's office

Students can forge signatures or change form before
registering

Students can register on the advisor's
computer if the advisor wants to make sure
they register for the approved courses

The committee agreed to continue this discussion the following week and the Interim Director of
Advising was invited to attend the discussion. If approved, it would be expected that this would be
implemented Fall 07.
The meeting was adjourned.

